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DETAILED ACTION 



L This action is responsive to communications: Amendment filed 01/16/2007 to the 
original application filed 12/08/1999. 



Claims 1-27 are currently pending in this application. Claims 1, 12, 19, and 25 are 
independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identiailfy disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 cf this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 
U.S,C 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the 
time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of 
the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates cf each claim that was not 
commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability 
of 35 U.S.C 103(c) andpcaential 35 US.C 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



3. 



Claims 1-27 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Burrows (US 5864863, filed 08/1996) in view of Stark (US 5935210, filed 1 1/1996). 
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As to claim 12: 

Burrows teaches a method of providing index information for secure graphical or audio 
objects, the method comprising: 

• reading index information (e.g., read location of specified index entries; coL 5, 
lines 19-21/ coL 12, lines 18-29 & col 28, lines 52-65) that is associated with a 
secure graphical or audio object (e.g., multimedia items including digitized 
graphic, audio or video components; col 7, lines 1-10), wherein the index 
information is structured for use in an index database of a search engine system 
(e.g., a search engine 140 is provided. The search engine 140 includes means for 

' parsing the pages, means for indexing the parsed pages, means for searching the 
index, and means for presenting information about the pages 200 located,,. For 
smaller databases, the search engine can be run on the computer storing the 
database The search engine 140 can include an automated Web browser 20, a 
parsing module 30, an indexing module 40, a query module 50, index stream 
readers (ISR) 60, an index 70, and a maintenance module 80; col 4, line 62-col.5, 
line 11), 

• obfuscating at least a portion of the index information so that the intelligibility of 
the index information is reduced (e.g., reduce the size of their indices have been 
made by excluding commonly occurring English words such as "a, " ''the, " "of " 
and '*inr; col 1, lines 44-47 / col 5, line 38-col 6, line 6 /col. 11, lines 23-col. 
12, line 16) ; and 
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• transmitting the index information to the search engine system, wherein the index 
information is for use in the index database of the search engine system (e.g., 
Users interact with the index 70 via the query module 50 by providing queries 52. 
Users can be located remotely or locally with respect to the search engine 140. 
The terms of a query can include words and phrases, e.g., multiple words inclosed 
in quotation marks ("). The terms can be related by Boolean operators such as 
OR, AND, and NOT to form expressions ... During operation, the query module 
50 analyzes the queries 52 to generate query requests 54,.. presentation module 
58 delivers information 59 about the qualifying pages to the users; coL6, lines 7- 
29). 

Burrows does not specifically teach the search engine systems do not have fiill access to 
the secure graphical or audio object, and wherein search engine do not have access to the 
index information associated with the secure graphical or audio object. 

Stark teaches the search engine systems do not have fiill access to the secure graphical or 
audio object, and wherein search engine do not have access to the index information 
associated with the secure graphical or audio object (e.g., the spider used in the resource 
mapper honors the robot exclusion protocol. This protocol was developed to allow site 
administrators to prevent spiders, or robots, from accessing resources in a site. The 
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protocol calls for the site administrator to store in the server maintaining the site a file 
("/robots, txt") that indicates which resources should not be accessed by spiders. With the 
resource mapper, instead of simply instructing spiders not to crawl on a site, the site 
administrator may provide the URL of a resource map of the site and instruct the spiders 
to retrieve the site map; col 9, lines 34-44). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the feature from Stark in the system of Burrows because it would 
have provided the capability for preventing a spider from directly accessing resources in 
a computer system to gather information about the hyperlink structure of the resources by 
detecting when the spider is attempting to access one of the resources and instructing the 
spider instead to access another resource containing information about the hyperlink 
structure of the resources. 

As to claim 13: 

Burrows teaches dynamically generating an electronic document which comprises at least 
portion of the obfuscated index information (coi 5, line 38-coL 6, line 6; and colli, line 
23-col. 12, line 16). 

As to claim 14: 

Burrows teaches dynamically generating an electronic document which comprises 
customizing, is based at least in part upon the contents of the index characteristics of one 
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or more the search engine systems, the content of the electronic document {coL 13,, lines 
39-51). 

As to claim 15: 

Burrows teaches a HyperText Markup Language file (e.g., a Hyper Text Markup 
Language; coL 7, lines 1-11). 

As to claim 16: 

Burrows teaches the secure audiovisual object comprises a bitmap image (col 7, lines 30- 
34 & col 7, lines 1-10). 

As to claim 17: 

Burrows teaches the secure audiovisual object comprises a multiniedia presentation (col. 
I lines 30-34 & col 7, lines 1-10). 

As to claim 18: 

Burrows teaches a streaming media file (col. 12, lines 16-61). 
As to claim 1: 

The rejection of claim 12 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Burrows 
further teaches converting at least a portion of a secure audiovisual object into index 
information (e.g.. The pages 200 can be data records including as content plain textual 
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information, or more complex digitally encoded multimedia content, such as software 
programs, graphics, audio signals, videos, and so forth, Jhe system can also be used for 
locating and indexing information via other wide or local area networks; coL 4, lines 27- 
44), 

As to claims 2-5, 8, and 10: 

Note the discussions of claims 13-16, 17, and 18, respectively for rejections. 
As to claim 6: 

Burrows teaches the secure audiovisual object comprises music (col 1, lines 30-34 & col 
7, lines J' JO), 

As to claim 7: 

Burrows teaches identifying one or more words in the lyrics of the music (col4, lines 27- 
44), 

As to claim 9: 

Burrows teaches reading close captioned information that is associated with the 
audiovisual object (col6, lines 16-29), 

As to claim 11: 

Note the discussion of claim 9 above for rejection. 
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As to claim 25: 

The rejection of claim 12 above is incorporated herein in fiilL Additionally, Burrows 
teaches converting at least a portion of a secure audiovisual object into index information 
(e,g,. The pages 200 can be data records including as content plain textual information, 
or more complex digitally encoded multimedia content, such as software programs, 
graphics, audio signals, videos, and so forth, .the system can also be used for locating 
and indexing information via other wide or local area networks; col 4, lines 27-44) and 
dynamically generating an electronic document based at least in part upon the contents of 
the index information (e,g. As the first level compressed data structure 71 is being 
generated, a second level summary data structure 72 can also generated,., the third level 
summary data structure 73 can dynamically be generated; col 12, line 63'CoL 13, line 
51). 



As to claims 26 and 27: 

Note the discussions of claims 14 and 15, respectively, for rejections. 
As to claim 19: 

The rejection of claim 12 above is incorporated herein in fiill. Additionally, Burrows 
further teaches a web server connected to a network, said web server operable to manage 
a content owner's secure graphical or audio objects (see fig2 and the associated text). 
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Burrows does not specifically teach granting and denying access to secure content 
requesters, wherein search engine systems are denied access to said objects. 

Stark teaches granting and denying access to secure content requesters, wherein search 
engine systems are denied access to said objects (e.g., preventing a spider from directly 
accessing resources in a computer system to gather information about the hyperlink 
structure of the resources by detecting when the spider is attempting to access one of the 
resources and instructing the spider instead to access another resource containing 
information about the hyperlink structure of the resources; col. 2, lines 56-65 and the 
spider used in the resource mapper honors the robot exclusion protocol This protocol 
was developed to allow site administrators to prevent spiders, or robots, from accessing 
resources in a site. The protocol calls for the site administrator to store in the server 
maintaining the site a file C'/robots.txt") that indicates which resources should not be 
accessed by spiders. With the resource mapper, instead of simply instructing spiders not 
to crawl on a site, the site administrator may provide the URL of a resource map of the 
site and instruct the spiders to retrieve the site map; col 9, lines 34-44). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the feature from Stark in the system of Burrows because it would 
have provided the capability for preventing a spider from directly accessing resources in 
a computer system to gather information about the hyperlink structure of the resources by 
detecting when the spider is attempting to access one of the resources and instructing the 
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spider instead to access another resource containing information about the hyperlink 
structure of the resources. 

As to claims 20 and 21: 

Note the discussions of claims 14 and 15, respectively, for rejections. 
As to claims 22-24: 

Note the discussions of claims 5, 8, and 10, respectively, for rejections. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicants' arguments filed 01/16/2007 have been fully considered have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

a. Firstly, Applicant argues that Burrows does not teach "secure objects " [Remarks, 
page 10]. 

In response, the examiner respectfully submits that the term secure object^ is 
defined as "a bitmap", "a music'', "a multimedia presentation" or "a stream 
media file" [See claims 5- 6, 8, 10, 16-18, and 22-24]. Accordingly, the rejection 
above shows how the teachings of Burrows meet the limitations as broadly 
claimed by Applicant. 
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b. Applicant further argues Stark does not teach ''search engine systems are denied 
access to objects*' [Remarks, page 9]. 

In response, the examiner respectfully submits that Stark teaches search engine 
systems are denied access to objects (e.g., preventing a spider from directly 
accessing resources in a computer system to gather information about the 
hyperlink structure of the resources by detecting when the spider is attempting to 
access one of the resources and instructing the spider instead to access another 
resource containing information about the hyperlink structure of the resources; 
col. 2, lines 57-65). 

c. Finally, Applicant that Burrows does not teach ""the intelligibility of the contents 
of the index information is reduced*' [Remarks, page 10]. 



In response, the examiner respectfully submits that Burrows' teaching [reduce the 
size of their indices have been made by excluding commonly occurring English 
words such as "a, " ''the, " "of " and "in *'] and [compressing techniques to 
decrease the amount of storage required for the index ... reduce the processing 
requirements while searching the compressed data of the index (col. 11, lines 22- 
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27) meet the limitation "the intelligibility of the contents of the index information 
is reduced " as claimed by Applicant. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record, listed on PTO 892 provided t Applicant is considered to 
have relevancy to the claimed invention. Applicant should review each identified 
reference carefully before responding to this office action to properly advance the case 
in light of the prior art. 



6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 
706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
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advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Contact information 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Maikhanh Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4093. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 9:00am - 5:30 
pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor. Heather Hemdon can be reached at (571) 272-4136* 



The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Informatioii regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent ^plication Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either 
Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private 
PAIR only. For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.usplo.goy. Should you have 
que^ons on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EEC) at 866-2 17- 
9197 (toU-free). 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Conunissioner for patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



WILLIAM BASHO^ 



